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This is not a The Walls are Closing In™ post about how Trump is definitely going to lose in November. Those 
people who have consistently been screaming at every other daily scandal (including the war crime of 
tweeting) that Trump is going to jail soon have been hysterical lunatics no one should listen to. They are also 
corporate millionaires whose tax bracket has been helped by Trump. They would sooner vote for him than 
Bernie. In any event, there was a fascinating article that examines the non-voter phenomenon: why do half of 
Americans not vote: 


In the broadest terms, the study found the average chronic nonvoter is a married, nonreligious white 
woman between 56 and 73 who works full time but makes less than $50,000 a year. She is most likely 
to identify as a moderate, lean toward the Democratic Party, get her news from television and to have 
a very unfavorable impression of both political parties and President Donald Trump. She has a 77 
percent chance of being registered to vote and says she doesn’t because she doesn’t like the 
candidates but claims to be certain she will vote in November. But the study’s real lesson is that 
averages are deceiving, concealing more than they reveal. 
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| have always found social phenomenon fascinating, but this one takes the cake. We have heard constantly 
that all the White racist old people who watch Fox news are voting for Trump. Turns out, that sweeping 
generalization is entirely false (more on that later): 


Nonvoters are an eclectic faction with distinctive blocs that support Democrats and Republicans—but 
don’t show up to cast their ballots—and an even larger group that is alienated from a political system it 
finds bewildering, corrupt, irrelevant or some combination thereof. These blocs are so large that when 
a campaign is able to motivate even a portion of one, it can swing an election, which may have been 
what allowed Trump to bust through the “blue wall” in the Great Lakes region in 2016 and Barack 
Obama to flip North Carolina, Virginia, Florida and Indiana in 2008. What these blocs do in November 
could well decide the 2020 presidential election. 


Again, fascinating! Many people asked following the 2016 election: how could this have happened? How 
could Donald Trump have been so unpopular, said so many horrible things, and yet win while losing the 
popular vote quite terribly? The answer lies in Trump’s savvy nature. He understood he needed to go to the 
right places (like Wisconsin) and pick apart the nation to win and flip key states for an electoral strategy. It 
was truly amazing. 


The study confirms that nonvoters as a whole are fairly reflective of the broader electorate in terms of 
political preferences. If they were to all vote in November, 33 percent say they would support 
Democrats, 30 percent Republicans and 18 percent a third-party candidate. More surprisingly perhaps, 
and potentially more consequential for November, these numbers gently tilt in the opposite direction in 
many battleground states, with nonvoters choosing Trump over the as-yet-undetermined Democratic 
nominee 36%-28% in Pennsylvania, 34%-25% in Arizona and 30%-29% in New Hampshire. Wisconsin 
and Michigan mirror the national average, favoring the Democrat 33%-31% and 32%-31%, 
respectively, while in Georgia the margin is 34%-29%. This data challenges many long-standing 
assumptions of political experts. 


While you can blame all sorts of entities for Hillary closing in 2016 (except Hillary, of course), you can’t claim 
that only White racists were to blame. And by “to blame” | mean those who didn’t vote. It turns out, the bloc 
of those who don't vote is as “diverse”, if you will, as those who do. In other words, the impetus for not voting 
crosses all races, communities, genders, affiliations and leanings. There’s no monolithic group you can point 
to and say those people over there don’t vote. You can only say that half of America in general doesn’t vote. 
Why? 
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“On the political left, there’s this feeling that if all nonvoters voted it would benefit them, but the majority 
of the academic literature that has tried to assess this has found this isn’t the case,” says Eitan Hersh, 
an associate professor of political science at Tufts University and one of the two principal academic 
advisers of the Knight survey. “But what if you increased it by 20 or 30 percent, then who would vote? 
Who is closest on the cusp of voting? That’s a very different theoretical electorate than either the status 
quo or universal turnout.” 


The Knight study reinforces prior research that suggests nonvoters—defined as eligible adults 25 or 
older who have voted in no more than one federal election since 2008—are clustered into distinctive 
camps with disparate political leanings and levels of interest in participating. It suggests that both major 
parties have considerable opportunities to motivate sympathetic nonvoters, 


Once again, the conservative and even more outside the mainstream right-wing talking point that Democrats 
want more voters because it favors them is not true. Both sides could shape the electoral map on every level 
by appealing to certain lost voices. They just don’t do it, which proves not that voters don’t get it, but that 
both parties are corrupt and work for their donors and not their constituents. 


“People want to complain, but they don’t want to do anything,” says Riggins-Furlow, who runs food 
pantries and empowerment seminars when she’s not in the pulpit. “I preach this from the pulpit: One of 
the things you can do is register and vote. Don’t complain to me and say, ‘Our vote doesn’t matter.’ 
Because come on, now. It does.” 


But the Knight study reinforces academic research that indicates voting is a social behavior and that 
any effort to mobilize a significant number of chronic nonvoters will require complex, long-term 
interventions and a more nuanced understanding of this poorly understood portion of our electorate. 


If people thought their vote mattered, they’d vote. If you knew if they voted for their candidate that candidate 
would significantly improve their lives, they’d vote. But voters all of all persuasions have successfully voted in 
their candidate for decades and their lives have not improved. In fact, just the opposite. Instead of voter 
shaming, punching down and blaming the powerless for the shit job our leaders do, why don’t you tell our 
leaders that if they don’t do what we vote them into office to do, they don’t get out support. Politicians are not 
owned my vote for support. They need to earn it by enacting policies that improve my life. If none of those on 
the ballot are willing to do that, why the fuck am | standing in the voting booth filling out this useless form? 


The article then goes off the rails about the Klan suppressing the vote a hundred years ago, as though this is 
even remotely a problem today. Young people wait in line for days to get a dumb iPhone. Yeah, it might take 
a long time to vote, but you can do it if you really thought it would help. But it doesn’t, so stop blaming the 
Klan. 
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Like other scholars, their research identified a substantial cohort of would-be Democratic voters who 
rarely participate in the political process. These “passive liberals” are weakly engaged but progressive 
on most issues when they are, isolated from “the system” and fatalistic about how it will affect their 
lives, and far more likely to be African American and to feel the world is becoming more dangerous. 
They constitute 15 percent of the voting age population. 


After the betrayal of Obama who postured as a progressive, Bernie Sanders type and then governed exactly 
like Jeb Bush, why are you surprised that the more economically leftist cohort of voters would be checking 
out? 


These “passive liberals” stand in stark contrast to a larger mass of nonvoters who are far more 
profoundly disengaged from and disinterested in politics. More in Common calls this tribe the 
“Politically Disengaged,” a group comprising 26 percent of Americans, who are almost invisible in local 
politics and community life. As a group, they’re much poorer and less educated than the average 
American and much more likely to say that “being white” is important to being an American—20 
percent, rather than 11 percent—to say people of other religions are morally inferior and to say that a 
“strong leader willing to break the rules” is needed to fix America, 57 percent to 45. They are much 
more eclectic of a group than More in Common’s other “tribes,” like Progressive Activists and Devoted 
Conservatives. 


Finally, they're talking about me! Yes, there are a lot of White people, millions in fact, who are proud of being 
White, tend to be younger and poorer (as most young people in general) and are in fact invisible to the voting 
landscape. These are the silent majority. They are people like me who actually want fascism (or some 
strongman like that) to take over America and abolish liberalism. They don’t say quite like that, but that’s the 
essence of their political desire. It is also mine. 


“When we would put members of these other ‘tribes’ in a room, you would immediately see what they 
have in common,” Hawkins says. But the disengaged were very different. “The disengaged would look 
like a Greyhound bus station. There are right racists and black inner-city, low-income folks, and 
Hispanics who were relatively new to the country. Doing focus groups with this cohort was difficult 
because there would be hostilities due to the lack of commonality. It was actually pretty intense.” 


| think this paragraph was plagiarized from Robert Putnam’s Bowling Alone, a book by a leftist that proved 
through social science that diversity is bad for every aspect of society. Yeah, imagine people who are new to 
the country, blacks with no money and Whites who quite explicitly want their country back all together in a 
room and there being tension. What fucking wonder! 
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Highlighting the complexity of nonvoters, Knight was able to further parse this disconnected group into 
three distinct subdivisions, each with its own characteristics. The foundation found an “indifferent” 
group—17 percent of nonvoters—whose members may be registered but don’t pay attention to current 
affairs and don’t feel they know enough about the issues or candidates to vote. When asked, they say 
they’d vote Republican over Democrat 34 percent to 29 percent, with 21 percent voting third party. 
Another 17 percent are “unattached apoliticals” who are adamant about not participating—‘“anti-political 
on purpose,” Alexander says—and tend to be young, unmarried with low incomes and education 
levels. The remaining 8.4 percent of nonvoters fall into a distressed cluster with the lowest 
employment, education and income indices, which is also 65 percent female. Asked who they would 
vote for in 2020, 80 percent of them simply say they don’t know. “These are people who are on the 
edge, really removed from power structures,” Alexander says, and, like the apoliticals, would be very 
difficult for civic or political campaigners to mobilize. 


Again, lm keep repeating myself but it bears reminding: these are all people who need help that only 
government can provide. Imagine this scenario. Someone runs for president promising the money on a stick. 
These non-voters have heard all the empty promises before. That person barely wins, but then, something 
different happens. He taxes the rich and invests that money in Medicare for All; he prosecutes bankers who 
threw many of these people our of their homes; he ends the wars that caused so much damage to their 
friends and families’ mental health; he starts a jobs program to get them back to work; he passes 
environmental regulations to make the air and water cleaner; he triples the minimum wage; he upgrades 
America’s infrastructure to an “A” rating, which causes a jobs boom; he deports illegals who've reshaped 
American culture for the worst; he passes a UBI by cutting the bloated military budget; he ends the drug war 
and invests in treatment while abolishing private prisons; he enforces existing anti-trust laws on brick and 
mortar monopolies like Walmart, tech monopolies in silicon valley and requires profits made by capitalists to 
be returned to their workers. Well, that guy would be crowned emperor by non-voters! They would travel on 
barefoot across their state just to vote for him if necessary. But no one will offer anyone even half of one of 
these ideas. 


Now we get to the meat and potatoes: 


“These are people who are generally below the poverty line, with a lot of job turnover and family 
disruption, whose lives are busy living paycheck to paycheck,” he says. “You don’t really have a lot of 
time to watch the news or to vote, and the paperwork necessary to vote is annoying.” 


“It’s justified cynicism,” he says, an entirely rational distrust of participating. “When they have engaged 
with the system, it kind of screwed them over. You go to the DMV to get your driver’s license and you 
find out you have an old speeding ticket you can’t pay. You get hurt and go to the hospital and you get 
a really big bill. You vote and your name will be in a file somewhere and you're called up for jury duty. 
Every interaction brings hardship.” 


What is so infuriating about this entire article is that there zero mention of tangible solutions. You don’t need 
to educate people (whatever the fuck that means) in how to vote or why you should vote. The tangible 
results of our leaders’ policies should speak for themselves. And they do and their records are horrible. And 
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that’s why they don’t vote. Not because they’re uneducated or just depressed. Some may be both of those, 
but that’s accidental and not the cause. The least intelligent person would make it their life’s mission to get a 
politician reelected if they saw immediate and personal change of a positive nature to their families and 
communities. 


Research had also shown clear links between education, income and voting: the more you had of the 
first two, the more you did the latter. And yet turnout fell in the second half of the 20th century even as 
the electorate’s education level and living standards had grown. What gives? 


People have more education but more debt as a result; people have more income but can buy less with it; 
people have more stuff but less money to pay for the important things, like healthcare. That’s what gives. 


Turns out voting is a social phenomenon, according to Meredith Rolfe of the University of 
Massachusetts, Amherst. “Some people vote no matter what, but other people vote because the 
people around them are voting,” she says. “If you see somebody contributing money to a musician on 
a sidewalk, you are something like 80 percent more likely to contribute too.” If you are part of a large, 
loose knit network of friends, family, co-workers or parishioners who are engaged and people ask if 
you've gone to vote and the election is part of everyday chatter, you’re far more likely to vote than if 
you are not. 


Rolfe argues that education and income levels aren't the driving forces but rather proxies for the 
presence of these kinds of social networks. In one North Carolina community she studied, low-income 
black neighborhoods that had such networks in the form of active churches, social clubs, certain 
restaurants and barbershops delivered turnout rates comparable to the city’s highest-income precincts. 
“That's also why college students have low turnout,” she adds, “they’re not attached to the community, 
so the races aren't salient to them.” 


Again, Putnam is going to sue these people for copyright. You mean that when communities are united by 
blood and soil, they do the shit they’re supposed to? You mean when communities are united by a common 
culture, a common race and a common history every social phenomenon is improved? You mean when 
people are thrown into the diverse, multicultural hellscape of post-modern liberalism they get depressed and 
checkout no matter their education or income? You mean even if there are social problems that only 
government can solve, like debt, medical bills and drug use, the way people get through it is with those they 
share the most in common with? You mean humans are social beings that can tolerate almost intolerable 
levels of abuse and neglect by government if only they have each other? Color me surprised! 


The biggest reason turnout has increased in the 21st century—it hit 61.6 percent of eligible voters in 
2008 and 60.1 in 2016—appears to be that campaigns have returned to knocking on doors and 
connecting with voters as individuals. 


Zero people have ever knocked on my door from any campaign and told me they were going to give me 
healthcare for free, wipe my student loans clean and fix the potholes in the street. Zero motherfuckers ever 
did that. So, spare me the knocking on doors bullshit. | don’t want someone to knock on my door; that shit’s 
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irritating. Lie to me, insult me, ignore my address: just enact policies that improve my life substantially. Screw 
your platitudes. 


Enough of that article. 


In conclusion, it is worth noting that Trump is losing not only White educated suburban women, but also 
seniors. This could be the death of his base. Trump won by winning different Whites, many of whom voted 
for Obama who whispered sweet nothings in their ear about economic reform and then governed like 
Reagan. Trump can win, and so can Biden. | just don't really care. 
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